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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-6,8-16,20-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable by Shaganti et al (20050065950). 

3. Regarding claim 1 Shaganti et al teaches a method of accomplishing a 
transaction by user equipment, the method comprising (figs. 1 -3): 

in response to a predetermined event, automatically inserting of transaction 
information in at least one data field of an information entity associated with the 
transaction based on information available at the user equipment (para. # 0051 , 0055, 
0009. 0040-0043.0048. figs. 2a, 3); and transmitting the information entity from the user 
equipment over a wireless interface (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0051, 0055, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 2 Shaganti et al teaches comprising step of authorizing said 
insertion of transaction information (para. # 0009, 0040-0043,0048, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 3 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the authorization is based on 
unique identity code associated with the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 
0048, figs. 2a, 3). 
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Regarding claim 4 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the authorization is based on 
one of the following means: personal identity number (PIN); Subscriber Identity 
Module (SIM); Number Assignment Module (NAM); Wireless Application Protocol 
(WAP) Identity Module (WIM); a unique product code of the user equipment; an 
international mobile subscriber identity (IMSI) code (para. # 0009, 0023, 0040-0043, 
0048, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 5 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the authorisation is 
accomplished at the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, figs.1 , 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 6 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the authorisation is 
accomplished by a service provider (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 8 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the event comprises reception 
of the information entity (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 9 Shaganti et al teaches wherein at least part of the transaction 
information to be inserted in the information entity is obtained from a storage means 
provided at the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 10 Shaganti et al teaches wherein at least part of the 
transaction information to be inserted in the information entity is obtained from another 
information entity available for the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 
0048,0055, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 1 1 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the user gives a confirmation 
before said step of inserting information in the infomiation entity (para. # 0009, 0040- 
0043, 0048,0055). 
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Regarding claim 12 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the information is inserted by 
transaction processing means of the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 
0048,0055, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 13 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the user equipment inserts 
information in a data field of the information entity in a predefined manner (para. # 
0009, 0040-0043, 0048.0055, figs. 2a. 3). 

Regarding claim 14 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the information entity is filled 
in accordance with predefined instmctions (para. # 0009. 0040-0043, 0048.0055.0066 
figs. 2a. 3). 

Regarding claim 15 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the instructions define the 
information that is to be inserted in the infomnation entity in response to an event (para. 
# 0009. 0040-0043. 0048,0055,0066, figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 16 Shaganti et al teaches wherein said information entity is 
transported by means of a standardized data entity (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 
0048.0055. figs. 2a. 3). 

Regarding claim 20 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the user equipment 
communicates transaction information via an interface that is based on at least one of 
the following: short message service (SMS); wireless application protocol (WAP); 
internet protocol (IP); a short range radio link; a proximity card type interface; an 
infrared link (para. # 0009, 0040-0043. 0048.0055, figs. 2a, 3). 
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Regarding claim 21 Shaganti et a! teaches wherein the user equipment receives 
the information entity via a first type of interface and returns the information entity via a 
second type of interface (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048,0055. figs. 2a, 3). 

Regarding claim 22 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the user equipment 
communicates with a base station (inherent) of a cellular communication network 
(para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055. figs. 2a, 3. WAP enabled device. 0023). 

Regarding claim 23 Shaganti et al teaches a user equipment comprising (figs. 1- 
3): processing means for insertion transaction information available for the processing 
means in at least one data field of an information entity that associates with an 
electronic transaction; and transmitter means for transmitting the information entity from 
the user equipment to a co-operative device over a wireless interface (para. # 0009, 
0040-0043, 0048,0051, 0055, figs. 2a, 3, WAP enabled device, 0023). 

Regarding claim 24 Shaganti et al teaches comprising storage means for storing 
the transaction information, wherein the processing means are adapted to fetch 
information from said storage means and to insert said information from the storage 
means into the information entity (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3, 
WAP enabled device. 0023). 

Regarding claim 25 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the processing means are 
adapted to obtain information from at least one other information entity and to insert 
said information from the at least one other information entity into said infomriation 
entity that is the subject of the information insertion procedure (para. # 0009. 0040- 
0043. 0048, 0055. figs. 2a. 3, WAP enabled device, 0023). 
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Regarding claim 26 Shaganti et a! teaches comprising authorization means 
arranged to authorize said insertion of information (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 
0055, figs. 2a, 3, WAP enabled device, 0023). 

Regarding claim 27 Shaganti et al teaches a transaction system comprising (figs. 

1-3): 

a user equipment adapted to exchange transaction information with another party 
of a transaction (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3); storage means for 
storing information (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3); processing 
means for fetching information from the storage means and inserting the information 
into at least one data field of a data entity associated with said transaction (para. # 
0009, 0040-0043, 0048,0051 , 0055. figs. 2a, 3); and communication means for 
transmitting the data entity from the user equipment to a co-operative device over a 
wireless interface (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3, WAP enabled 
device, 0023). 

Regarding claim 28 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the processing means are 
provided at the user equipment (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3, 
WAP enabled device, 0023). 

Regarding claim 29 Shaganti et al teaches wherein the processing means are 
provided at the co-operative device (para. # 0009, 0040-0043, 0048, 0055, figs. 2a, 3, 
WAP enabled device, 0023). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaily disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shaganti (20050065950) and further in view of Weller et al (20030212642). 

6. Regarding claims 1 7-1 9 Shaganti does not specifically teach data entity is based 
on the Electronic Commerce Modeling Language. 

In an analogous art, Weller et al teaches data entity is based on the Electronic 
Commerce Modeling Language (para. # 0044, 0105). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the device of Shaganti et al by specifically adding feature Electronic Commerce 
Modeling Language in order to enhance system performance Improves interoperability 
between the system users using minimal resources and is easily implemented to verify 
card holders identity as taught by Weller et al. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7-25-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Examiner has thoroughly reviewed applicant's arguments but finnly 
believes the cited reference to reasonably and properly meets the claimed limitations. 
Applicants argument was that "In response to a predetermined event, automatically 
inserting of transaction information in at least one data field of an information entity". In 
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response, examiner would like to point out that Shaganti states the requester 105 can 
be the same as the user 103, such as in case the user 103 wishes to store information 
for himself, e.g., personal or business phone numbers. E-mail addresses, and other 
similar information typically stored in a person's wallet, frequent flier numbers, 
passwords to debit cards, preferences and the like. In this case, an authorization is not 
required for the user 103 to view information objects stored by him (para. # 0055 and 
0066). The user 103 provides his identifier and a secure password, to a requester 105. 
This could be done, for example, when the user 103 decides to provide a travel agent or 
a tailor that his personal travel preferences or style and measurements can be obtained 
from the server computer 100 operated by the PIRSP. In one embodiment, the 
requester's web page (not shown) comprises an area, selecting which the user 103 can 
specify that his information can be obtained from the PIRSP's web site. Preferably, the 
user 103 provides his identifier, a specific authorization-for example to fetch the travel 
preferences or the medical history and nothing else-and requests the requester 105 to 
obtain his personal information from the PIRSP. The requester computer 106 is 
configured to receive this authorization over a secure channel, and to initiate a request 
to the PIRSP for the user's personal information (para. # 0051). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181. 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and 
broad interpreted by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued. 
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will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
162 USPQ 541. 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Khawar Iqbal whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7909. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor. Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on (571 ) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
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applications may be obtained from eitlier Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone 
number is (571)272-2600. 

MARSHA D.BANKS-H-"^-" 
Khawarlqbal SUPERVISORY PATENT 

TECHNOLOGY CENT. 



